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neither should he eat',1 and of emphasizing the greater opportu-
nities of service that the rich enjoyed as compared with the poor.
Consequently, when the authorities were moved to action,
especially during the brief ascendancy of the major-generals,
they were more anxious to suppress vagrancy than to relieve the
impotent poor or to provide work for the unemployed.
There was nothing very novel about the legislation for the
relief of the poor passed during the commonwealth and pro-
tectorate. There was urgent need to deal with the question of
the high price of corn, for 1646 had been the first of six bad
harvests, with the result that the average price of wheat during
these years was nearly 6o,r., and for the years 1647-9, 65,^ On
the whole the act of 1650 followed traditional lines. A licence
was necessary before wheat or other grain could be purchased
in order to be sold as meal or flour, all material had to be sold
in the open market, and offenders were denied the writ of
habeas corpus. Other measures were the provision of coal
cheaply, a renewed attempt to stop corn-engrossing, permission
to export all kinds of corn when certain fixed prices were not
exceeded in the home market, and the establishment of the
London Corporation for the Poor. In addition to these
measures actually adopted, the pamphlets of the time pro-
pounded many remedies to cure unemployment, some of which
seem strangely modern. Among the latter the most interesting
is an anticipation of the labour exchange, by a proposal to
establish a poor man's office where masters might meet and
engage servants.3
On the whole the evidence confirms a recent verdict that
the poor-law policy of the interregnum leaves a general impres-
sion of 'harshness coupled with failure*. This lack of success
contrasts very unfavourably with the improvement effected by
Charles I and the privy council between 1629 and 1640. A
pamphleteer in 1648 indignantly denied that a man might do
what he liked with his own,4 but in practice there was less
disposition to check ruthless exploitation during the puritan
regime than during the personal government of the Stuarts,
Among the most unfortunate classes in England was the
1 Thess. iii. 10. Cf. L. B. Wright, Middle-class Culture in Elizabethan England (1935)5
chap. 6.	» Rogers, History of Agriculture, v. 205.
3 Margaret James, Social Problems and Polity during the Puritan Revolution^ 1640-1660
(I93°)> P- 278. My obligations to this book are much greater than a few refer-
ences might suggest.	* Ibid., p. 265.

